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In Ac Uaiied States Ptttent and Trademark Office ^ ^ ^ 

5 — ^> '^i A 

lure Application of: ro^ A> (< 



P«*n«n ^ # m J:\plm 

Serial No.: 10/010,689 Group Ait Unit: 1714 <^ 'f*' (j ' 

Filed: 11/08/2001 Atty Docket 0773442-4701 ^ //J/fl/O^ 

For: Freestanding plastic container for controlled ^ C^l ' 

combustion of alcohol-based lighter fluid Examiner. Toomer, C. 



Conuxussioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 2023 1 



REVOCATION OF POWER OF ATTORNEY 

Dale: June 5. 2003 

Hxta. Conunissiooer of Patents and Tiademadcs 
Wsahiagton, D.C. 22313-1450 

Daar Sir 

I, Daniel Perlman, the Applicant in the above-atoned Patent Prosecution, 
hereby REVOKE all existing powers of attorney with regard to said prosecution, and 
will continue this {Roseeution PRO SE. 

Please direct all ftituie corzespondeofie regndxng iMs prosecution to liie following 

address: 

Dr. Daniel Perlinan 

do White & Fudala 

57 Bedford Street, Suite 103 

Lexington, MA 02420 

Tel 781-863-2041 



Respeet^il^ submitted^ Jw^ S« 2003 



Daniel Perlman, ^licant 
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Under § 102 anticipatioii requires that *nhe jprior art refeKztoe must be enabling, 
thus placing the allegedly disclosed matter in the possesaioti of the public." Scripps 
Clinic A Reaearoh Found. V. Genentech Inc., 927 F.2d 1565, 18 USPQ 2d tOOl, lOlO 
(Fed. Cir. 1991). Further, "There must be do diffeieiice between the claimed invention 
and the refecncc disclosure, as viewed by apersonof ordinaiy skill in the field of the 
invcndotL" Id 

JP 62(^0594 cannot be conndered enabling, as it does not teach how to 
accooaplish its obfeetives without the use of die inorganic material of the disclosures. 
Tie prcscDcc of this inotganic material in the reference is a substantial difference, which 
disqualifies said reference undet § 103. 

Accordingly, it is believed that the rgections of the examiner based on JP 
62020594 as a reference have been travaraed, together will aU the claims dependent upon 
those rejected claims. 

It is finally believed diat all of the Examiner's objections have been uaveised, and 
that dus application is now in condition for allowance, vddch is hcaeby requested. 
Respectfully submitted. 




Daniel Pethnan, Applicant 
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